Applicants would like to thank the Exanimer for the care&i oonsideralion and substai^tive 
effort given this case.. Claims L 7, 13, 20 and 23 have bees amexided. Support for these 
amendments maybe foi^nd in the specification at paragraphs 0037-0039. Claims 14-16 &nd 22- 
27 ha\ e been cancelled without prejudice. 

The Lxd^vuCi hai' reiectcci claims 1-27 imder '55 I' S C § CtDf boaiii arJioipaled by 
U.S. Fateru PubHcatson No, 2001/0031457 to Pfcnningcr el al. The rejection with respect to 
claims 14-16 aad 22-27 arc rendered moot by the cancellation of these claims, .Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection with respect to claims 1-13 and 17-21 in hght of the following 
remarks awdameBdmenls. 
Ckfes 1-1.2 

Amended independent claim > iptr<i.to^ rvwcous kNJau-- i\^t >h ^<. l(i->eJ i>ie p ior 
an cited by the Examiner. For e.'iample, Pfmn'mger et al. does not disclose "a Hrst server 
computer system iis communication with tlie one or more testing stations, wherein the first sers^er 
computer systerfi is conligured to , . . receive the state informMion Irom the o^e or more testing 
stations, and electronically store x\m state infortaalion at substantially die same i\m^ that the 
staty Isifor^T^stion recglved .'' asireiqiairedib^ 1 , 

Pfcinihigcr ('/ al. describes a lest administration system the Internet. An 
;■d^ui5;^;.li;u^r rcgiMcrs ioi the .system and order> k'St- liirough an adr}iinistrii-;,>r interr;;i.-o i he 
ad.tninistrator then provides a number supplied by the administrator interface to a test subject that 
permits the test subject to take a test. The i?^m% workspace delivers tlie test to the te.st subject 
by providing a series of web pages having one or moie questions or items with corresponding 
response options. I lowever, Pfmninger et ai. does not teach storing state information at 
siibstesitially the same tlms tlm i the state iaf&rma^oa is r^scei Yed at the first computer server, 
rfh;nir,gef el al. stales the f!_>ilo\sing: 

» "In addition, after each test .subject cosnpitj-v\s his o-r h er tcsL the test taker'^ 
answers aj-e qnickiy and conveniently provided to the system, ajid scored so they 
may be viewed by the administrator at a remote locatioa." Paragraph 0010. 
* '"U pon completion of the test , the web server 16 stores the test subject's raw 
answers in the database 12." Paragraph 0032. 
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® " After comple ting a lest , the subject's raw answers are stored in the web server 
database 12," Paragraph 0034. 
In contrast, claim 1 ret|uircs a server computer system that receives state iMbrniatiojs 
from the one or more lesliTig stations aiid electronically stores the state informatioa at 
substamiaiiy the i;ame lime that the state inforniatu'r; i> received. 

l-or at least this reason, claim 1 is ailo\sabic c-\'cv ihe Examiner cited prior an. Moreover, 
l'ec::iUNe ci'iim-^ ?-:2 depend fron^ and incoiporatc all of the Hmitaiions of allowable independent 
clai.m 1 , claims 2-12 are likewise allowable over the Hxansiner-eited prior sit. 
CMms 13 aad 17-19 

Likewise, amended independent claim 13 incorporates numeroijs features not disclosed in 
the prior an cited by the Examiner. For example. Ffenn'mger e> al does not disclose "delivering 
to ihc^crverd oh, . ^^,.0 -^Uiti. '.5h|tj(..:covp':sin^ iiu n .uq '^^i ? . a > t it lesi ut.m^ 

presented to ihe user, aiid the user's responses to the test items at substantia lh the same time that 
a triggering event occurs on the testing station, wherein the triggering gve nt com prises the user 
providi ng a respoase to a test item. " as required by claim 13. 

For sisbstantialiy the same reasons as stated above with respect to claim 1, claim 13 is 
allowable over the Examiner-cited prior art. Bec;uj,-<c ch^ims 17-19 depend from ajid incorporate 
all of the limitations of allowable independent ciain^ 1 .>. ciauns 17-19 are iikev>ise allowable 
over the Examiner-cited prior art. 

In addition, Pfemmiger et at does not teach, upon failur-e of a testing ,station. using m\ 
initial stale object and a changed state object stored on a server to recreate an examination on a 
testing station at the point of the examination where the failiire occurred, as required by claim 1 9, 
As stated above, Ffenmnger et al does not teach storing state information, inckdirsg test item 
responses, until after the test has been completed. Pai-agraphs 0010, 0032 and 0034. Paragraph 
0033 merely states that a test i;-)ker ;na\ re- enter Lhe number or numbers previously supplied by 
the administraic-r ;n order to reinitiate taking a test after a loss of connectivity. Allowing the test 
taker to complete the test does not imply that the test taker is enabled to continue the test from 
the point at which the test taker left off, Rather, the test taker in Pfennmger et al. is merely 
enabled lo start the test using the associated passwords and pj-ovide answers for the test items 
through 5.0 completion. 
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Uns is in direct cuiiivast lo the teachings of cbim 19, which enabl^^'S a sest t^^ker, atWr a 
loss of connectivity, to continue taking the test from the point at which the failure occui-red. For 
at least this reason, claim 19 is like-wise allowable over the Exaniiner cited prior ait. 
Clainis 20 and 21 

IJkevvise, inck-pendcnt claini ji's iin.oiporate.'? numeroiis features no: disclosed in the prior 
art cited by the Exaniiner. F-or example, Pje>imfiger ei ai. does noL disclose "delivering changes 
10 the initial state obiecl lrc>rn ihe one or more testing stations to the sepv'er computer based o n 
each mar isleragtSoa &t Huhsis&tMl jj he same time that each aser mtgractioa occ a rs. '' as 
reqmEeti by ckis^ 2Qi 

For at least the reasons Stated above ^^itii respect to claisu 1, claim 20 is aliowabie over 
the ExaiTiiner-cited prior art. Because claim 21 depends from and incorporates ail of the 
limitations of allowable independent claim 20, claim 21 is likemse allowable over the Examiner- 

siied prior art^ 

Ail of tlie stated grounds of rejection have been properly traversed, accommodated or 
rendered moot. Applicants Ihereibre respectfuHy request that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. There being no vo'-.r- :.;mis. A!>plicants 
fespectfiilly request that the cijn-ent apphcaiion be dlowcd and paNoOL. ^ ^vue. 

ii ihc r>.a.iu:utj;- hcho\cs la uuy reasors that personal conmumieaiion will expedite 
prosecution of this application^ I invite tlie Exan^iner to telephone me directly. 
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AUTHORIZATION 



Fhe t^ovrsmissiorier Ls hereby autharized to charge any additional fees which rsiay be 
required for this Aiuendment and Response, or credit aiw overpayment, to deposit accoimt no, 
05-0426. 

Respect! ully submitted, 
PEPPER HAMILTON LLP 



%sQph T. Helmsen 
Reg. No, 54,163 



Pepper Hamilton LLP 
Oae Mellon Center, 50^^^ Floor 
500 Grant Street 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 
Telephone; 412.454,5000 
Facsimile: 412.281.0717 
Date: May 19,2006 



